Tanaidacea of the suborder Tanaidomorpha are small, tubebuilding, peracarid crustaceans inhabiting marine sediments. The Tanaidacea are recognized as a major crustacean component in shallow, soft-bottom communities (Delille et al., 1985; B1a_ zewicz-Paszkowycz and Ja_ zd_ zewski, 2000) and are also extremely diverse in the deep sea (Gage and Tyler, 1991) . Study of the materials collected by the Antarctic cruises of R/V Eltanin in years 1962-64 revealed a wide variety of tanaids below the Antarctic shelf (,600 m). During those cruises almost 100 samples were collected using various benthic gear (e.g., Blake Trap, Camera Trap, Menzies Trawl). They allowed for documentation of over one hundred tanaid species from the known suborders (Apseudomorpha, Neotanaidomorpha, Tanaidomorpha). The proportion of undescribed species was found to be considerable (almost 90 percent), and was approximated to some other records from the abyssal zone, for example, the Gulf of Mexico (Pequegnat et al., 1990) or the Angola Basin (Guerrero-Kommritz, 2003) .
Materials obtained onboard the R/V Eltanin, from deep Antarctic waters, revealed three specimens of an unknown genus that could not be classified to any of the families established by Larsen and Wilson (2002) ; however, the genus shows much affinity to some genera of Colletteidae Larsen and Wilson, 2002 (e.g., Haplocope G. O. Sars, 1882; Subuella Holdich and Bird, 1985; Leptognathiella Hansen, 1913; Leptognathiopsis Bird and Holdich, 1986 ) and also to some genera of uncertain systematic position (Stenotanais Bird and Holdich, 1984, and Leptognathioides Bird and Holdich, 1984) . The specimens are described here as a new genus.
MATERIALS AND METHODS
Material for this study was collected during Cruise 38 of the R/V Eltanin out of Balleny Islands (East Antarctic) at three stations: Eltanin Cr 7/2 and 7/4, 150806.679E, 64813.059S, at 3543 m, and at Eltanin Cr 11/26 152836.189E, 49845.579S, at 4304 m.
Specimens were examined with the Nikon SMZ 800 dissecting microscope. Dissected appendages were stained with Clorazol Black and mounted on slides in glycerin jelly. Slide-mounted specimens were illustrated with a Zeiss Axiolab compound microscope.
The terminology proposed by Larsen (2003) was followed in the diagnosis and description. Type material has been deposited in the National Museum of Natural History (NMNH), Smithsonian Institution, Washington D.C., U.S.A.
RESULTS

Taxonomy
Tanaidomorpha
Family uncertain Singularia n. gen.
Diagnosis, Female.-Body elongated; carapace oval; pereonites (except sixth) longer than broad. Antennula 4-articled. Antenna 7-articled (4-5 partially fused). Labium hood-shaped; molar process with some tubercles and 4 spines; incisor process with smooth outer margin. Maxillule with 9 distal spine setae. Basis of maxilliped partially fused; distal margin of maxillipedal endite with 2 rounded processes and 1 seta; inner margin of palpus articles 2-4 with 3, 3 and 6 setae respectively (one seta on article 2 especially strong); article 1 outer margin with spiniform seta. Cheliped robust; fixed finger with 1 strong seta on ventral margin. Pereopods with naked basis. Merus, carpus, and propodus of pereopods 1-3 swollen. Dactylus of pereopods 4-6 with row of short spiniform setae on ventral margin. Propodus of pereopod 6 expanded dorsoventrally, with 2 dorsal setae. Uropods biramous; exopod uniarticled, only slightly longer than endopod article 1; both endopod articles subequal.
Etymology.-Named after the presence of a single strong seta on ventral margin of cheliped fixed finger; singular (Latin) ¼ only one. Gender feminine.
Type species.-Singularia cuncta n. sp., by present designation.
Remarks.-Singularia is easily distinguished from other colletteids by the presence of only one thick seta on the ventral margin of the fixed finger.
Elongated (longer than wide) pereonites 2-5 make Singularia n. gen. superficially similar to some members of the Colletteidae: Haplocope G. O. Sars, 1882; Subuella Holdich and Bird, 1985; Leptognathiella (Hansen, 1913) ; Filitanais Kudinova-Pasternak, 1973; and two species of the genus Collettea: C. elongata Larsen, 2002 , and C. rotundicaudata Kudinova-Pasternak, 1983 . However, both Collettea Lang, 1973 , and all Filitanais Kudinova-Pasternak, 1973 , can be immediately distinguished from Singularia by having a pleon longer than half of the pereon, and pleotelson longer than wide.
Singularia is distinguished from Haplocope, Subuella, and Leptognathiella by the presence of only three distal setae on the propodus the pereopod 6 (Haplocope, Subuella, and Leptognathiella have 4-5 distal setae). In contrast to Singularia, the two latter species have an obtuse molar process and only one tubercular process on the maxillipedal endite. Also Leptognathiella possesses slimmer chelae than Singularia and also long setae on the ischium of pereopods 1-6 along with the merus of pereopods 1-3. Subuella also has a simple inner margin to the fixed finger and lacks pleopods in the female.
The presence of an elongated body, robust cheliped, and swollen merus, carpus and propodus of pereopods 1-3 suggest that Singularia is similar to Stenotanais Bird and Holdich, 1984, while the mandible molar process shows greater affinity to Leptognathioides Bird and Holdich, 1984 (both Stenotanais and Leptognathioides are genera incertae sedis according to Larsen and Wilson 2002) . A pair of tubercular processes on each of the maxillipedal endites is common for the genera mentioned above and excludes them from the family Colletteidae. As the genera Libanius Lang, 1971 , Macrinella Lang, 1971 , and Portaratum GuerreroKommritz, 2003 , also bear this maxillipedal characteristic, they may be excluded from Colletteidae. Because a redefinition of the Colletteidae is badly needed, a taxonomic key to the genera is proposed here. The incertae sedis genera (Leptognathioides, Stenotanais, and Singularia), which show much affinity to the Colletteidae, are included here in the key.
In the Colletteidae, a gradual reduction of the pleopods in females is observed; from well-developed pleopods of (Leptognathiella, Leptognathiopsis), to short-setose or setoseless (Isopodidus, Mirandotanais, Libanius, Macrinella), to a basal article only (Haplocope), and to the total lack of these appendages (Collettea, Cetiopyge). The first group demonstrates a different insertion point of the chelipeds as compared to the other members. Their stout and shortened chelipeds are attached further anteriorly than other colletteids, so that the edge of the basis does not reach the first pereonite. Because reduced somites and appendages for Tanaidacea are considered apomorphic characters (Sieg, 1983; Larsen, 1999) , the lack of pleopods and minute uropods of Collettea and Cetiopyge may suggest an apomorphic trend in the family Colletteidae.
Key to the Genera of Family Colletteidae (based on females) Etymology.-cuncta (Latin) ¼ all collectively-the name reflects superficial similarity of the new taxon to some members within the family Colletteidae.
Diagnosis.-Genus is monotypic; diagnosis same as genus.
Description.-Female, length 2.4 mm (Fig. 1A-D) . Body slender, elongated, subcylindrical, 11 times longer than broad. Carapace oval, 1.5 longer than pereonite 1. Pereonite well defined, rectangular, only slightly rounded at corners; pereonite 1 is 1.1 longer than broad and similar size to pereonite 5. Pereonites 2-5 of similar size, 1.2 times longer than broad; pereonite 6 the shortest, 1.3 times broader and pleon little longer than carapace, pleonites of similar size, rounded laterally; pleotelson (Fig. 3H ) as long as 2 pleonites combined and acute posteriorly with 2 setae. Antennule ( Fig. 2A ) with 4 articles; slightly shorter than carapace length. Article 1 is 2 times longer than article 2 and 4 times longer than article 3. Article 4 as long as article 2, BqA _tipped by 4 simple setae and 1 linguiform aestetasc. Articles 1-3 with 2, 1, 2 distal setae respectively. Antenna (Fig. 2B ) 7-articled. Article 2 with 1 short simple seta. Article 3 little narrower than article 2; articles 4 and 5 of similar size, semifused, article 5 with 2 minute distal setae; Article 6 is 1.3 longer than previous article, with 1 distal simple seta and 2 plumose setae on dorsal margin. Article 7 tipped by 3 simple setae. Labrum (Fig. 2C) hood-like, with numerous setules. Mandible (Fig. 2D ) left with well-developed molar, with blunt or turberculiform projections and 4 spines distally. Incisor sharp, lacinia mobilis wide, with smooth edge.
Maxillule (Fig. 2E ) endite tipped by 9 setae of various sizes.
Maxilla lost during dissection. Labium (Fig. 2F ) laterodistal corner expanded, with many short setae on distal margin.
Maxilliped (Fig. 2G) bases not fused distally, with short setae distally, endites well developed, with 1 seta and 2 tubercles distally. Palpus article 1 with 1 outer seta, article 2 with 3 inner, simple setae (1 robust, 2 slim). Article 3 with 3 inner setae, article 4 with 6 bipinnate setae.
Epignath lost during dissection. Cheliped (Fig. 2H) massive. Basis narrow. Merus with ventral seta. Carpus very broad (1.3 times longer than wide) with 2 relatively long ventral setae and 1 minute distal seta on dorsal margin. Propodus only little shorter than carpus, with 1 strong seta on ventral margin, 1 bipinate seta on outer side of propodus, and 2 smaller setae on inner one. Fixed finger tipped with strong unguis, with 3 setae and strongly calcified processes on dorsal margin. Dactylus almost triangle-shaped, with well-calcified process on ventral margin, tipped by strong unguis.
Pereopod 1 (Fig. 3A) stout; coxa present, naked; basis as long as combined lengths of ischium, merus, and carpus combined; ischium with minute ventral seta; merus with 2 ventral setae distally; carpus with 3 strong setae distally, propodus slightly shorter than combined lengths of merus and carpus, with short spine setae on ventral margin and thin setae on dorsal margin; combined lengths of dactylus and unguis shorter than propodus.
Pereopod 2 (Fig. 3B ) similar to pereopod 1. Pereopod 3 (Fig. 3C ) similar to pereopod 2. Pereopod 4 (Fig. 3D ) coxa absent; basis nearly as long as combined lengths of the 3 following articles; ischium with 2 ventral setae; merus little shorter than carpus, with 2 ventral spine setae; carpus with 3 bipinnate setae and 1 trifurcate seta distally (see magnification); propodus as long as carpus, with 3 distal setae: 2 short ventrally and 1 long dorsally; dactylus and unguis as long as propodus; dactylus with row of short spine setae on ventral margin.
Pereopod 5 (Fig. 3E ) similar to pereopod 4. Pereopod 6 (Fig. 3F ) similar to pereopod 4 but with propodus expanded dorsoventraly, with 2 setae dorsally and 1 spine seta ventrally.
Pleopod ( Fig. 3G) biramous; endopod 1-articled, with 1 seta on dorsal margin and 8 distal setae; exopod 2-articled, small article 1 with 1 seta; article 2 with 11 distal simple setae.
Uropod ( Fig. 3H) biramous; basal article 1/4 longer than length of exopod; exopod uniarticled, only little longer than endopod article 1, with minute seta on outer margin; tipped by long and short setae (long setae pinnate only at middle); both endopod articles subequal, terminal article with 1 seta on outer margin, tipped by 3 simple setae and 1 plumose seta.
Distribution. 
NOTE ADDED IN PROOF
While this paper was in press, the specimens were returned to the Smithsonian Institution for cataloging. I was informed by a curator there that he did not receive the specimen I had designated as the holotype. Upon learning that, I designated the specimen dissected on slides to be the new holotype and the lost specimen to be the paratype. The text of this paper was emended in proof to reflect that change.
